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Purpose 
To understand how collaboration among 
local water actors can support First Nations 
community-level source water protection. 



Background 

On-reserve drinking water 
systems need SWP, and it 

needs to be inclusive of all 
actors in a watershed. 

Federal policies support 
SWP on-reserves. 

First Nations populations 
are disproportionally 

affected by water 
contamination events 

(source water 
contamination). 

Limited published literature 
on SWP that is inclusive of 
First Nations communities 

and collaborative 
relationships with water 

actors.  



Literature Review 

Conceptual foundation: 

• Collaboration 

• Water Security  

• Source Water Protection  

 

Water security therefore 
requires source water 
protection and collaboration 
among water actors  This Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY-NC-ND 

https://loonylabs.org/2015/05/04/shale-oil-additives-drinking-water-fracking/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/


Research  
Objectives 

Objective 1:To understand the attitudes, opinions, and 
experiences of First Nations, Conservation Authorities and 
Municipalities as it relates to water collaboration. 
 

Objective 2: To identify and critically examine collaborative 
approaches that currently exist for application to First Nations 
source water protection in Ontario. 
 
Objective 3: Generate recommendations  for enhanced 
collaboration  within the watershed to support First Nation 
local-level source water protection. 



Methods 
Research Design  Case Study  

Thames 
Sydenham 
Watershed  

Data Collection 21 Interviews 
(August-Sept 2019) 

Water actors & 
First Nations 

Data Analysis Data analysis using 
NVivo 

Identify major 
themes 

Interpretation Synthesis and data 
triangulation 

Narratives and 
recommendations 



Case Context  

Chippewas of the Thames First Nation 

• Size of community: 3331 hectares  

• Population (on-off): 896 on and 1524 
off 

• Single signatories to the Longwoods 
Treaty 1818-1822 

• Anishinaabeg  

• Established in 1760 

• Primary water actors: City of London, 
Lower Thames CA, Upper Thames CA, 
St. Clair CA, Regional Water Authority 



What we heard 
 



What does collaboration 
mean to you?  

• Shared vision  
• Respect values  
• Common Challenge 

exists 
• Benefits all involved  
• Creates connections 
 
 
 
 



“We are in two canoe’s going down a river, keep your paddle 
in your own canoe and we’ll go together with it”  
(participant, personal communication) 

 



Collaborative Activities – Working toward a Typology  



What are the key challenges 
to collaboration? 

• Competing priorities  
• Understanding different 

worldviews 
• Terminology 
• Frameworks  
• Value of water  

• Budgeting for collaboration  
 

“It does make things difficult because municipalities kind of 
looking at water as a commodity. It's something that you buy 
and sell. And so every now and then in discussions may be 
stalled or, that issue may come up that can't be resolved” 
(participant, personal communication). 



 
Navigating governance structures and 

uncertainty 
 

This Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY-SA-NC 

 
“Relationships are definitely important for 
long term collaboration. If you have a lot 
of turnover either if it's on the community 
side or on the city side, then that's 
difficult to maintain a relationship 
because you don't have that existing trust 
and you don't even know who to contact” 
(participant #4, personal communication) 

http://idreflections.blogspot.com/2014/11/l.html
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/3.0/


Conclusion 

1. Water actors and COTTFN generally agree on 
the meaning of collaboration 

2. Meaning is translated into action in different 
ways depending on the external water actor 

3. SWP activities outside of the Clean Water Act 
occur as informal collaboration 

4. Collaboration should allow for groups to work 
together while maintaining autonomy  

5. Collaborative SWP will need to overcome 
challenges faced by First Nations and water 
actors 
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Thank You • Miigwetch 
 

Questions? 

Natalya Garrod  
ngarrod@uoguelph.ca 
University of Guelph  

mailto:ngarrod@uoguelph.ca
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